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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-7, 9-15 and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Haneda (US 6,016,184). 

[claim 1] 

Regarding claim 1 , Haneda discloses an image file apparatus, comprising: an 
image data reading device that reads original image data from an interchangeable 
recording medium (Figure 1 , Item 24); a converting device that converts the original 
image data into reduced sized image data (Figure 2, "MICELLANEOUS 
INFORMATION"; c. 10, II. 21-36); an image recording device that records the original 
image data and reduced sized image data in a first recording medium in a compressed 
format (c, 5, II. 26-57; c. 10, II. 21-36) and a display which includes a display memory, 
and displaying the image data from the first recording medium to the display memory 
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before being displayed (c. 16, 1. 1 - c. 17, 1. 41). However, Haneda does not disclose 
converting original image data into displayed sized image data if necessary. 

Anderson discloses converting original image data into compressed display-sized 
image data (c. 6, II. 15-33) in order to speed up the display of image data during image 
data reproduction (c. 6, 1. 51 - c. 7, 1. 5). Anderson further discloses that creation of the 
display-sized image data is optional if the reproduction hardware is capable of providing 
image data rapidly enough (c. 6, 11. 25-27). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to create a display- 
sized image data for inclusion in the image file of Haneda to speed up the display of 
image data during image data reproduction if the reproduction hardware is not capable 
of providing image data rapidly enough. However, Haneda in view of Anderson does 
not specifically disclose reading image data from an interchangeable medium wherein 
the image data is compressed. 

Official Notice is taken that it is notoriously well known to compress image data 
stored on memory cards to increase the total number of images which the memory card 
is able to store. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to use memory cards containing compressed image 
data in the system of Haneda in view of Anderson to increase the number of images 
which can be stored on the memory cards. The examiner notes that when compressed 
image data is read, the image data must be expanded before image processing is 
performed, 
[claim 2] 
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Regarding claim 2, Haneda in view of Anderson does not disclose an 
interchangeable recording medium which is built into a digital camera. Official Notice is 
taken that it is notoriously well known in the art to transfer images directly from digital 
cameras to computers for archiving purposes. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the ability in 
the system of Haneda in view of Anderson to read images directly from digital cameras 
to archive the images created by the digital camera, 
[claim 3] 

Regarding claim 3, Haneda discloses an interchangeable recording medium 
which is a second recording medium capable of being detachably mounted in a digital 
camera (c. 5, II. 27-30). 
[claim 4] 

Regarding claim 4, Haneda does not disclose a first recording medium which is 
built into the image file apparatus. Official Notice is taken that it is notoriously well 
known to store images from film and memory cards in a hard drive or other built in 
storage medium of a computer to allow easy access to the images. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to include a built in storage medium in the system of Haneda in view of Anderson to 
allow easy access to the filed images, 
[claim 5] 

Regarding claim 5, Haneda discloses a first recording medium which is an 
external recording medium operably connected to an image file apparatus (c. 5, II. 34- 
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36). 

[claim 6] 

Regarding claim 6, Haneda discloses a first recording medium which is 
detachably mounted in the image file apparatus (c. 5, II. 34-36). 
[claim 7] 

Regarding claim 7, note that Anderson discloses the use of the reduced 
resolution images to quickly display image data without resizing the original image data 
while Sato discloses only converting the image data into thinned or resized image data 
if necessary as determined by the image data and the inherent resolution of the display. 
It is therefore submitted that if the conversion was not necessary, the resized image 
data would not be created and thus the original image data would be readout by the 
image data reading device and on the other hand if the conversion was necessary, the 
resized image data would be readout under the teachings of Anderson. The examiner 
notes that a Haneda discloses a display driver to display the image (Figure 6, Item 33). 
[claim 9] 

Regarding claim 9, Haneda in view of Anderson discloses an image file 
apparatus which is configured to determine that conversion is necessary, and convert 
the original image data in order to thin or "reduce" the number of pixels (c. 10, II. 21-33). 
[claim 10] 

Regarding claim 10, Haneda in view of Anderson discloses creating a display 
sized image, but does not teach an interpolation process to increase the resolution of an 
image if determined to be necessary based on the display size. However, it is well 
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known in the art that interpolation processes can be used to increase image resolution 
(Official Notice). Therefore, It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to include a resolution increasing interpolation 
process in Haneda in view of Anderson to be able to increase the resolution of an image 
to meet a required display size of the display, 
[claim 11] 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Haneda discloses original image data which is captured by 
digital communication (i.e. read from the memory card reader; Figure 1, Item 24). 
[claims 12-14, 15, 17, 18 and 20] 

Claims 12-14, 15, 17, 18 and 20 are method claims corresponding to apparatus 
claims 1-3, 7, 9, 10 and 11, respectively. Therefore, claims 12-14, 15, 17, 18 and 20 
are analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claims 1-3, 7, 9, 10 
and 11. 
[claim 19] 

In regard to claim 19, note that Haneda in view of Anderson determines that the 
conversion is necessary or not on the basis of whether the reproduction apparatus can 
rapidly provide image data. The examiner notes that if the display size is equal to the 
image size, no processing would be necessary to convert the image to a display image 
and therefore the image data could be rapidly provided. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claim 8 is allowed. 
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The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: Regarding claim 8, the prior art does not teach or fairly suggest an image 
apparatus which selectively processes original image data in order to create display 
image data if necessary, and chooses one of the original image data or display image 
data which is to be displayed based on information stored in a management table as 
claimed. 

5. Claim 16 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. Regarding claim 16, the prior art does not teach 
or fairly suggest an image apparatus which selectively processes original image data in 
order to create display image data if necessary, and chooses one of the original image 
data or display image data which is to be displayed based on information stored in a 
management table as claimed. 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy J. Henn whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7310. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00 AM - 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Ometz can be reached on (571 ) 272-7593. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (BBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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2/15/2006 




